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Art Unit: 3652 

I. Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign 
country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of 
application for patent in the United States. 

I. Claim(s) 1, 6-8, and 14 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by BLAIR 

(US 3,208,612). 

1.1. With respect to claim 1 BLAIR discloses a tractor connection, a tine extending along 
the length of two large bales (Fig. 7). 

1.2. With respect to claim 6, BLAIR additionally discloses three connection points and 
two tines. 

1.3. With respect to claim 7, BLAIR additionally discloses tines attached to the bottom of 
the tractor connection, and the bales loadable by sliding the tines below the bales 
along a ground surface. 

1.4. With respect to claim 8, BLAIR additionally discloses a tine support members (55) 
extending along only a portion of a length of the tine. 

1.5. With respect to claim 14, BLAIR discloses a tractor connection, a support beam, two 
tines in parallel supporting two large bales. 

II. Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
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matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claim(s) 2-5, 11, 12, and 15-21 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over BLAIR in view of VANSICKLE (US 4,194,863). 

1.1. With respect to claim 2, BLAIR fails to teach the tine being more than 6.5 feet long. 
VANSICKLE teaches bales being 4 to 6 feet in length (Col. 1 Li. 6-12). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the tine of BLAIR to 
accommodate the standard size bales of VANSICKLE by extending more than 6.5 
feet in length in order to accommodate two four-foot-long bales. 

1.2. With respect to claim 3, BLAIR fails to teach the tine being at least 9 feet long. 
VANSICKLE teaches bales being 4 to 6 feet in length. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the tine of BLAIR to accommodate the 
standard size bales of VANSICKLE by extending at least 9 feet in length in order to 
accommodate two four-and-a-half-foot-long bales. 

1.3. With respect to claim 4, BLAIR fails to teach the tine being about 10 feet long. 
VANSICKLE teaches bales being 4 to 6 feet in length. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the tine of BLAIR to accommodate the 
standard size bales of VANSICKLE by extending about 10 feet in length in order to 
accommodate two five-foot-long bales. 

1.4. With respect to claim 5, BLAIR fails to teach the bales extending about 5 feet in 
length and weighing about 1,000 pounds. VANSICKLE teaches bales extending 4 to 
6 feet in length and weighing 600 to 4,000 pounds. It would have been obvious to one 
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of ordinary skill in the art to modify BLAIR with the standard size bales of 
VANSICKLE in order to support bales of standard sizes. 

1.5. With respect to claim 11, BLAIR additionally teaches a three-point connection, and 
two tines slidable under the bales. BLAIR fails to teach the bales extending more than 
6.5 feet in length and accommodating bales weighing about 1,000 pounds. 
VANSICKLE teaches bales extending 4 to 6 feet in length and weighing 600 to 4,000 
pounds. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
BLAIR with the standard size bales of VANSICKLE in order to support two bales of 
standard sizes. 

1.6. With respect to claim 12, BLAIR additionally teaches tine supports extending along 
only a portion of a length of the tine. BLAIR fails to teach tines extending at least 9 
feet. VANSICKLE teaches bales being 4 to 6 feet in length. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the tine of BLAIR to 
accommodate the standard size bales of VANSICKLE by extending at least 9 feet in 
length in order to accommodate two four-and-a-half-foot-long bales. 

1.7. With respect to claim 15, BLAIR additionally teaches three connection points, and 
the tines attached to the bottom of the tractor connection for loading the bales from 
below. BLAIR fails to teach the tine being at least 9 feet long. VANSICKLE teaches 
bales being 4 to 6 feet in length. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to modify the tine of BLAIR to accommodate the standard size bales of 
VANSICKLE by extending at least 9 feet in length in order to accommodate two 
four-and-a-half- foot-long bales. 
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1.8. With respect to claim 16, BLAIR teaches a tractor connection, and two tines in 
parallel. BLAIR fails to teach the tine being more than 6.5 feet long. VANSICKLE 
teaches bales being 4 to 6 feet in length. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the tine of BLAIR to accommodate the standard 
size bales of VANSICKLE by extending more than 6.5 feet in length in order to 
accommodate two four-foot-long bales. 

1.9. With respect to claim 17, BLAIR fails to teach the tine being at least 9 feet long. 
VANSICKLE teaches bales being 4 to 6 feet in length. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the tine of BLAIR to accommodate the 
standard size bales of VANSICKLE by extending at least 9 feet in length in order to 
accommodate two four-and-a-half-foot-long bales. 

1.10. With respect to claim 18, BLAIR additionally teaches tine supports extending along 
only a portion of a length of the tine. 

1.11. With respect to claim 19, BLAIR additionally teaches three connection points, and 
the tines attached to the bottom of the tractor connection for loading the bales from 
below. 

- 1.12. With respect to claim 20, BLAIR additionally teaches tine supports extending along 
only a portion of a length of the tine. 
1.13. With respect to claim 21, BLAIR fails to teach the tine being about 10 feet long, 
and bales extending about 5 feet in length and weighing about 1,000 pounds. 
VANSICKLE teaches bales being 4 to 6 feet in length and weighing 600 to 4,000 
pounds. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
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tine of BLAIR to accommodate the standard size bales of VANSICKLE by extending 
about 10 feet in length in order to accommodate two five-foot-long bales. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify BLAIR with the 
standard size bales of VANSICKLE in order to support bales of standard sizes. 

2. Claim(s) 9 and 10 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over BLAIR in 

view of SUTTON (US 3,829,128). 

2.1. With respect to claim 9, BLAIR additionally teaches a first, second and third plate in 
parallel. BLAIR fails to teach the use of category 2 or category 3 hitches. SUTTON 
teaches the use of category 2 or category 3 hitches. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to modify BLAIR to accommodate category 2 or category 3 
hitches of SUTTON in order to be compatible with standard agricultural equipment. 

2.2. With respect to claim 10, BLAIR additionally teaches the plates extending forward 
from a support beam. BLAIR fails to teach the use of a quick-attach hitch. SUTTON 
teaches the use of a quick-attach hitch. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to modify BLAIR to accommodate the quick-attach hitch of SUTTON 
in order to facilitate attachment of an implement to the tractor. 

3. Claim(s) 13 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over BLAIR in view 

of VANSICKLE and further in view of SUTTON. 

3.1. With respect to claim 13, BLAIR additionally teaches a first, second and third plate, 
the plates parallel to each other. BLAIR fails to teach tines extending about 10 feet. 
VANSICKLE teaches bales being 4 to 6 feet in length. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the tine of BLAIR to accommodate the 
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standard size bales of VANSICKLE by extending about 10 feet in length in order to 
accommodate two five-foot-long bales. BLAIR fails to teach the use of category 2 or 
category 3 hitches and a quick-attach hitch. SUTTON teaches the use of category 2 or 
category 3 hitches and a quick-attach hitch. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify BLAIR to accommodate the quick-attach hitch of 
SUTTON in order to facilitate attachment of an implement to a tractor having 
standard size hitches. 
III. Conclusion 

1. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 

disclosure. 

2. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 

should be directed to Charles N. Greenhut whose telephone number is (571) 272-1517. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 7:30am - 4:00pm EST. 

3. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 

Eileen D. Lillis can be reached on (571) 272-6928. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

4. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access 
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to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 
(toll-free). 

CG 

EILEEN D. LILLIS 

SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 3600 




